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REMARKS 

Claim Amendments 

Solely for the purpose of advancing prosecution, Applicants have amended Claim 1 to 
incorporate the subject matter of Claims 4 and 9. As a result, Claims 4 and 9 are canceled. 
Applicants reserve the right to prosecute claims of identical or similar scope to the former Claim 
1 in a continuation or divisional application. 

Applicants have also amended Claims 10 and 22 to correct typographic and/or 
grammatical mistakes. Applicants submit that these amendments do not narrow the scope of 
claims. 

Drawings 

Applicants note that the Examiner has withdrawn the objection to the drawings in view 
of Applicants' response. 

Objection to the Disclosure 

Applicants note that the Examiner has withdrawn the objection to the specification in 
view of Applicants' amendments. 

Objection to the Claims 

Applicants note that the Examiner has withdrawn the objection to the claims in view of 
Applicants' amendments. 

Rejection of Claims L 4, 6, 7, 10, 14, 15, 21. and 23 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) 

Claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 10, 14, 15, 21, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as allegedly 
anticipated by Golden et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,695,859; "Golden"). 
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As indicated above, Claim 1 has been amended to incorporate the subject matter of 
former Claims 4 and 9. Since former Claim 9 is not rejected as anticipated by Golden, amended 
Claim 1 and its dependent claims are all novel over Golden. Reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the rejection are respectfully requested. 

Rejection of Claims L 4, 21. 22, and 24 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

Claims 1, 4, 21, 22, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly 
unpatentable over Dunmire et al (U.S. Patent No. 3,289,675; "Dunmire") in view of Gertsek et 
al (U.S. Patent No. 6,656,147; "Gertsek"). 

As indicated above, Claim 1 has been amended to incorporate the subject matter of 
former Claims 4 and 9. Since former Claim 9 is not rejected as obvious over Dunmire in view 
of Gertsek, amended Claim 1 and its dependent claims are all non-obvious over the cited 
references. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection are respectfully requested. 

Rejection of Claims 1 and 9 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

Claims 1 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly unpatentable over 
Weber et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,899,717; "Weber") in view of Gertsek et al (U.S. Patent No. 
6,656,147; "Gertsek"). The Office Action asserts that "Weber et al. disclose a delivery device 
for introducing a substance below the skin of a patient comprising a microneedle (40) having a 
distal end and an interior channel that extends to the distal end, a removable, bioerodible plug 
(101) at the distal end of the channel that can prevent tissue from entering the channel." 

As indicated above, Claim 1 has been amended to incorporate the subject matter of 
former Claims 4 and 9. 

The Office Action does not allege that Gertsek discloses the plug being a bioerodible 
material, nor does the Office Action allege that Weber or Gertsek discloses a reservoir for 
storing a fluid substance to be introduced into the biological tissue. Thus Weber and Gertsek, 
either alone or in combination (assuming, for the sake of argument, that these two references can 
be combined) do not teach or suggest the claimed device in amended Claim 1 . Reconsideration 
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and withdrawal of the rejection are respectfully requested. 

Rejection of Claims 5 and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 5103(a) 

Claims 5 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly unpatentable over 
Dunmire et al (U.S. Patent No. 3,289,675; "Dunmire") in view of Gertsek et al (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,656,147; "Gertsek"), further in view of Ackley (U.S. 2001-0053891 Al). 

As indicated above, Claim 1 has been amended to incorporate the subject matter of 
former Claims 4 and 9. Since former Claim 9 is not rejected as obvious over Dunmire in view 
of Gertsek, further in view of Ackley, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection are 
respectfully requested. 


In view of the above amendments and remarks, Applicants believe the pending 
application is in condition for allowance. 

Applicants believe no fee is due with this response other than those submitted herewith. 
However, if a further fee is due, please charge our Deposit Account No. 18-1945 from which the 
undersigned is authorized to draw under Order No. BVTP-P0 1-034. 


CONCLUSION 


Dated: September 25, 2006 



Registration No.: 50,306 
ROPES & GRAY LLP 
One International Place 
Boston, Massachusetts 02110-2624 
(617) 951-7000 
(617) 951-7050 (Fax) 
Attorneys/ Agents For Applicant 
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